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IN THE ABSTRACT 

PJease araeud fee Abstract as follows: 

Page 29, iiae 28, after "chamber." please kisert -A means for defiiJng a flow paA^>etweea 
the fluid inlet and the fluid ou'd^ri h forr^i^ k a: one of the Sirst and second siie^aMs of the 
casing. The flow path defining means is tapered so th^i the cross-sectienail area at ^e fluid iaiet is 
greater than the cross-secticnal area at tfiie fluid out2et.— 




I? 5MA.RXS 

Claims 1-20 are pending in this application. Of these pendm^ claims, Claims 9-13, 15-17, 
19 and 20 are allowed. Claims 1, and 5-8 stand .^ejdcted, and Claims 2-4 are objected to. In view 
of the above amendments and the folio wing remiarks, d^ above rejections are traversed and 
reconsideration of this application is respectfully request^ 

Drawings 

In paragraph two of the most recent jQsficc Action, ilits Examiner objected to the drawings 
because reference Tiumeral 28C has been/used to describe a chamber porticT^, an annular recess, a 
pump chamber, and a fluid directing channe] pcriion. By tlriS amendment, the specification has 
been amended siach that reference nuiiieraJ ?JC cjonsistantly describes a side channel portion. 
Further, the lowercase Setter a/reference siumer J 74a has been amended throughout the specification 
to a capital letter 74A. Labtly, reference numerall 52 hzs been added to FIG^^>r in a corresponding 
request for proposed drawing changes filed concurrently herewith in a separate letter. The request 
for proposed drawmg changes also includes the cluange of the lowercase ietter in reference numeral 
28a in FIG. 2m a capital letter 28A. Applicant submits that the amendments above and those made 
to the drawings serve to overcome the objections described in the Office Action. Accordingly, 



tne drawt 



Applidmt rq)ectfully requests recosisideration and withdra\¥d of this objection. Applicant will 
foFV/xrd the formal drawings when a Notice of Allowance is received. 



SpecificatHC!! 

The Specification stands objected to for failing to provide proper content for the Abstract - 
the Disclosure. Accordmgiy, the Abstract has been amended on page 29 to provide a proper Abstoct 
of the Disclosure, Therefore, Applicant irespectfiiily requests recoosideration and withdra^of the 
Examiner's objection. 

The Disclosure has aJso been objected to because of various informalities. By this 
amendment, these informalities have been individually addressed. Accordingly,/econsideration and 
withdrawal of Ihiis cbjectioa 5s respectfully requested. 

Rejection:- Under U.S.C. CH2 
In paragraph five of the Office Action, the Examiner rejecj^ Claims 7, 14, and 18 under 35 
U.S.C. §112, second paragraph. By this amendment. Claim/?, 14, and 18 have been amended 
taking the Examiner's example into account. App2:caj/nov/ believes that all pending claims 
particularly pomt out and distmcUy claim the subjecyhatter of the present invention. Therefore, 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of jdaims 7, 14, and 18 is respectfully requested. 



Reiectioiis^r^der 35 U.S.C. S102 
Claims 1 and 5-8 stand reject^nder 35 U.S.C. S:02(a) as being anticipated by Treiber, et 
ai. (U.S. Patent No. 5,486,087). Although Applicant does not necessarily agree with the Examiner, 
in order to expedite the prose^dtion of this application. Applicant has elected to amend Claim 1 to 
call for the tapering elem^A of originally filed Claim 2. It is submitted that Claim 1 is now in 
condition for ailGwanc^ince Clahn 2 was deemed allowable if re-wriuen in independent form. An 
indication of such i/repectfiilly requested. With respect to CSai^r^ 5-S, si is respectfully submitted 
that since tfaesepiaims depend from newly amended Claim 1, they are aiso in condition for allowance. 
Accordingly/reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of Claims 1 and 5-8 is respectfiilly 
reqi-este 
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Applicaiit acknowicdges the Exammer's indication that Ciaiivis 9-13, 15-17, and 19-20 at^ 
aiiiowabie over tie prior art. FisrcJier, CSai.k.£ 14 and 18 were deemed allowable if rewritten to 
overcome ihe rejection under 35 U.S.C. §lii2. A;?piicant submits that the amended clainis 14 and 
18 are now in coaditioa for allowance. Lastly, Claims 2-4 were objected to as being dependant upon 
a rejected base claim, but were deemed ai!ow£b!e if rewririeii in indepeiadent ior^ including ali of 
the iicui^tions of the oase claim and any inier/ening claiiii^is. By this amendment, Claim 1 Jias been 
amended to include the subject matter of Ciaim 2. Accoirdingly, it is subniimed that Claims 3-4 are 
now in condition for allowance. 



CONCLUSION 

Applicant has considered the prior ari references id^^dfied by the Examiner and believes that 
the invention as claimed is paier^table over the prior art/ ApspJScant respectfully submits that none of 
the cited references teach or suggest App;icai:t*jJM:laImed inver^tioa. In view of the foregoing 
ainendmeats and remarkc, App'acant ^espec^ly submits thai ihe application is in condition for 
allowance. If the EAsminer has any quegtions or comments wsth respect to this amendment, the 
Examiner is requested to contact tlie undersigned at his earliest convenience. 

Please address all writt^/correspondence regarding this application to: Patent Docket 
Administrator, Borg Warner y\utomotive Inc., 6700 18'/^ Mile Road, P.O. Box 8022, Sterling 
Heights, MI 483Ii-8022.y 

RespectTuily submitted. 



Date: 




, 1997 




Borg-Wemer Automotive, Inc. 
Patent Department 

67C0 18;^ MUe Road, P.O. Box 8022 
Sterling Hts., MI 48311-8022 



Philip R. Wam 
Reg. No. 32,775 
Attorney for Applicants 



(tenipg rits 
Pat 



atent Docket Administrator 



